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plaintiff was caught in a very thin finger ring on his left hand, and 
that the wrench was given by the forward movement of the car, 
which had never stopped, and from which he was in the act of alight- 
ing, we are of opinion that the case comes clearly within the cate- 
gory of inevitable accident, and for which the defendant should not 
be held responsible." 



Biting by Wife Justifies Self-Defense. — Security from physical in- 
jury and pain are now the right of a husband. That a man may de- 
fend himself against the attacks of his wife has been recognized as 
a right by a court. Whether the doctrine may ever be so far extended 
as to relieve from mental suffering and anguish, by affording in- 
junctive relief against the wife's "callings" and admonitions as to 
late hours and the husband's closest associates, can be settled by time 
only. But some of his rights were laid down by the Court of Crimi- 
nal Appeals of Texas, in Kelton v. State, 160 Southwestern Reporter, 
343. This case arose out of a prosecution for assault. The only 
evidence for the state was that the wife of accused had asked him 
for money to visit relatives, and was told that he did not have it, 
but would have it for her a little later; that she became angry, strik- 
ing him on the head with a bucket, and then biting his shoulder, 
when he reached down and got a rock and struck back over his 
shoulder, making a small cut on her head. In reversing a verdict 
for erroneous instruction the court held that, "While the assault upon 
a woman usually is aggravated assault, this does not deprive a party 
of his right of self-defense against an assault. His right to defend 
himself against the attack of a woman, or against his wife, under 
these circumstances, would be the same as her right of self-defense 
against him or against any other person." 



Right of a Railroad Company to Name Its Stations.— In a Wash- 
ington case a railroad maintained a station within the unincorporated 
town of Bingen, which had a population of 100, and which furnished 
about 10 per cent, of the company's business at that point; distant 
about a mile and a half was the incorporated town of White Salmon, 
which had a population of 800 and furnished 60 per cent, of the busi- 
ness at that point, and was the trading point of surrounding territory 
with a population cf over 3,500, known as the "White Salmon Valley." 
The railroad company, having changed the name of the station from 
Bingen to White Salmon, was ordered by the State Railroad Com- 
mission to show on all tariffs, folders, and tickets both names in 
combination as the name of the same station. The county court 
affirmed the order of the commission, and the company appealed. 
The Supreme Court rules that the order of the commission was in- 
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valid because unreasonable; that a railroad company has the right 
to choose and use names for its stations without interference by the 
commission except in cases where a name so chosen materially de- 
tracts from the efficiency which the company is required to furnish to 
the public. State v. Railroad Commission, 125 Pac. 953. 

The Michigan Law Review declares that the reports fail to dis- 
close any authority precisely in point. In a closely analogous case, 
it was decided by the Iowa court that a railroad company should not 
be interfered with by the railroad commission in the management of 
the railroad, including the location and abandonment of stations, 
where there was no competent evidence that any patron of the road 
was deprived of reasonable facilities for transacting business. State 
v. Ry. Co., 87 Iowa 644, 54 N. W. 461. In a similar case where the 
evidence failed to show that the order of the commission was rea- 
sonable and just, it was held that the order would not be enforced 
by the courts. State v. Ry. Co., 86 Iowa 304, 52 N. W. 253. In the 
opinions rendered in these cases no authorities were cited, but the 
decisions seem to be well supported. — American Law Review. 
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Editor Law Register: Under the Texas Code (Sayles' Civ. Stats., 
arts. 2344-2347) a debtor may designate property to be levied upon by 
an officer levying an execution. It is suggested that a new section be 
inserted in the Virginia Code, as § 3587a, to read as follows: 

"The officer shall first call upon the defendant, if he can be found, 
or if absent, upon his agent within the county or corporation, if 
known, to point out property within the county or corporation to 
be levied upon; and a levy shall first be made upon the property 
designated by the defendant or his agent; provided, that the defend 
ant or his agent shall deliver the same into the officer's possession. 
If, in the opinion of the officer, the property so designated will not 
sell for enough to satisfy the execution and costs of sale, he shall 
notify the defendant or his agent thereof; whereupon the latter may 
make an additional designation. If no property be thus designated, or 
if an insufficient amount of property be designated, it shall be the duty 
of the officer to levy the execution upon the property of the debtor, 
subject to execution. A defendant in execution cannot point out 
property which he has sold, mortgaged or conveyed in trust, or prop- 
erty exempt from forced sale. Property which the judgment debtor 
has sold, mortgaged or conveyed in trust shall not be seized in exe- 



